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Applicant gratefully acknowledges the courtesy of Examiner Speer for granting a 
telephone interview with Applicant's undersigned representative, which was held 
Monday afternoon, May 21, 2007. The following is a brief summary of that interview. 

In advance of the interview, Applicant submitted proposed amendments to the 
claims for discussion. The proposed amendments strike yttria oxide from the Markush 
groups of claims 19 and 21. New claims 23-26 are added, and depend from claims 19 or 
21. These amendments find support in the original specification as filed, and no new 
matter is introduced. 

Discussion in the interview centered upon the distinguishing characteristics of the 
claims over the applied references. In particular, Applicant pointed out that the Final 
Office Action did not address the express teachings of the Rigney reference away from 
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the proposed modification. Additionally, the supposed equivalence of cerium and 
lanthanum as proposed by the Movchan reference is not borne out by published findings 
in the art. The Examiner encouraged Applicant to submit the references on 
reconsideration. Additionally discussed was the structural features of claimed thermal 
barrier coating system which are not address by the position in the Final Office Action 
that "a chemical composition and its properties are inseparable." (Final Office Action at 
16, et al.) The amendments to claims 19 and 21 were discussed in that Rigney discloses 
only yttrium oxide as a stabilizer, and not yttrium oxide in combination other stabilizing 
rare earth oxides. 

Examiner rejected Applicant's argument that the most recent rejection was 
prematurely made final as not timely. 

No agreement was reached in the interview. 
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